The title of this paper makes reference to one specific site in which hygiene and public health figured prominently at the turn-of-the-century. Admittedly, it is a reference that may be difficult to find in the historical literature [1] . Nevertheless, as I will argue, a "Hopkins Model" for both conducting research in public health, hygiene, and sanitary science (all of which were synonymous terms during this time) and for the institution-building in this important arena of health care did exist and was a critical factor in elevating the American medical establishment in the understanding of the bacteriological nature of human infectious disease. Thus, the two were not direct colleagues or collaborators at Johns Hopkins.
What they did share was the important experience of being at Johns Hopkins during its formative years as the great "experiment" in the development of a new and modern American university [2] . Although it was ostensibly patterned after universities and Despite these problems and the wellknown deficiencies of American science, the end of the nineteenth century was not a depressing time, especially for those working within the scientific and medical communities. In many ways, there was an exciting vitality in the United States, with almost unparalleled opportunities for those who were poised to take advantage of them. In addition, the materialistic improvements of the Victorian era and the scientific advancements of the nineteenth century, led to the conviction of many Americans that they were living in a privileged era. Sedgwick clearly illustrated this attitude in a lecture he presented early in the twentieth century.
Those of us who were born in the middle of the last century have been sufficiently fortunate for we have witnessed the conquest of Darwinism, and the theory of evolution, the rise of anthropology, and the rise and victories of the gern theory of disease. Think of it for a moment! The theory of gravitation, the theory of evolution, and the theory of infection! What a privilege to have lived while these were debated and finally accepted as the basal theories of science. [12] But the new theories were not the only aspects of science that offered exciting changes for its practitioners. The late nineteenth century marked the initial emergence and complete development of laboratory science in the United States. Thus, Welch and Sedgwick were among the first Americans to be exposed to the new laboratory methods of science, pioneered in Europe, and to the enormously successful laboratory approaches as they were applied to the pressing problems of science. Quickly, both applied these methods to research into the nature of infectious disease and to teaching within the new and exciting field of bacteriology. Further Third, both men also had similar teaching styles, again a style associated with Hopkins. Neither gave too direct instruction to students and neither supervised student work in the laboratory too intrusively, but both worked alongside their students in a "if they watch they will learn" manner. And this was highly effective, not just to inculcate proper scientific practice, but in fomenting the idea of egalitarianism within the laboratory. As a result, both Welch and Sedgwick were revered as teachers, colleagues, and lifelong compatriots. Fourth, both Welch and Sedgwick were engaging speakers, erudite conversationalists, and well-read scholars, again characteristics of the turn-of-thecentury "Hopkins Man." Finally both believed in the value of learning for its own sake while, at the same time, arguing for the application of science to practical problems. Hence, much of the work done in both laboratories was in basic science; at the same time, the titles "public health," "hygiene," and "sanitary science" spoke to the practical orientation of both men.
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